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ftm: uRrR Rt %rtrtr 1*RRfira ruttr# ?rte— atfRof-TCirR i 

19/1/97/R^^.—R^ 1995 # RRT iMfiRT ^iWT-^3 tfttp 3l(^RT, 
1975 3fk_ ^ ZfV* RGpf R^ R^RTR, UR tR RPRM Sj?R» RR 

IJR 7RJRR 3fft; OrfcT PlRfaw jj f^RTtf ( 1995 Ri] £R]R if frqr : 

yfysn. 

l ^ rWr yf^Ri rr rirtr fR/qr rrt t : 

if RtPlRRfl jjsrFt RTfRRRft 1ft Rip W t | ^ fRRTRl 26 RRJRT, 1998 

^ ^P^JRRT RRT RPPtRT Pi«R>hT R3t SiffergPRT PfTRT RT RRT %RR^ 
^ R?f PlPf ■% RIR]R Pr|' % iffcR Plf%R ^R R' RRR 

pTRTC RR 3 R^Ht f%Ri «jt ; 

I I f RTftRTRft ^ RTR [6dR«s RTpRff RR RRf^RH Pl ^ R/ R f R^ Rfa ?-ft 

RR R^t frfPl RT#R % ^RR 3RT?t PrRR, R^ H', R^ 
RR^ RR f%RI RT | 

1 I ' 5 RTf^RRf] ^ RRPtRT pRRIRf RR3 RpT R^ pRR RRR % <JR|RR3 R7] 

^■r5^ ^ ^ 9 -ft Pf7 PtyWf 3fR 3RR %RRRJ RTf?Rf Rlt 

RR^Rl Pl^yf RT RR^-RR^ Ptrr RR RRRltf f^RT RIR I 
iVf RlfRRRtf ^ P<iR*fi RT&Rf R^ 11 RRRft i 1999 Rit RR^ pTRTC Rt fei 'RT 

^R ^ RU^T RR^ RR 3IRR7 RRH PjTRT RT | tftpRRT 9 ^ 3TR^ pfRTT RRrfT 
RR: Rfr Rl&qf 7t,tft%R7 RR ^ srrr tjr j^R^f PrfeR ^ R^ 
RRT^ RR PRT RRT ^ \ Rlfeqf ^ ,RpR^ RT^Rf =RRR %TT tjtt 

f^Kf R^l RPfRT ^ 3fk RRRR IR^R, R^ R^ R^p R7^ RR 3 RRtR 
PpRI RRT RT; 

■t7(, GI-)'J - | . 


R^ f^wft, RRRRR, RRRR 16, 1999/RTR 27, 1920 
NEW DELHI, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1999/MAGHA 27, 1920 

rtPjfr rrthr 
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V{ to, 3 m erff Rlf&ff tot, |S|$RR f^FTRS RTftoto SRI 

rf^h ftoR rr Rtot BRtof to RtontoTR mtot Hitototon rt?ft 

HRFRR RTRlt tot I 

VI jj RTTftoF ftoRRf tot RtRRT to R^t ftocTRg RlfStof £RT fat tjtt Flto, ffaRFT 

3 lfagfto?f RKfaR fawtof to fen W t , ^ W^‘ RfSRHHT % 

cpK 0 ! RtlRPTI RRT to I RFFF], HlR.4) SKI fal RT nto RF RRffaF 

totof 3fK/RT ftowrf to' totor to to fam; ton w to ; 

Vi 1 1 RRTto fartof % ton 16 to ^^br, m fartof % toj farnfar arftoito 

. Rtot' / 3HHR to ?TTFT falRS HTfaft’ to TOST RRE tolT W «H 4l TT RI 

•tot faqftoto rt fartof to ftofant totR ton w to i 

» 

rsr. rifato, fafcrtof, 3tinidto tot tor fitore: Rifaff % toR 3fR 3ilton>ito 

ITKI nrtot toR 

2-. ftftor toRrs Ritoff strt totft tor rtt ftonto rt, into to to ntof to 

to to to, to hf totR ton nm rrt toT tot’ to ton wit tot to, 
tof into to to to torortot to rto tot to % 1 

n• tontotn tottr, tort rffrt to nntofr ntoi ton 

3 . topT rN to tontotR htrtr to zto ^15^1 totototn to 1 toRiton fjfrtc 

hf tort tom nto to to inffat totato tontotn ’ toto to tor to 
tofton fartof tot ■jto nfa to 1 

Rito frit into to to?ir 


to • ■jr Rrtoto tortto to rfar rt tot toRRT to 1 rct: mto RefRR Ritror tor rt^t 
^ tor toror to to frit trotor to Rto to TOrtor FRtotft mfm to 1 

S' bt ?rto fcRT ~m to fa totototot tor r#t$ to rfftor tor ttotofa rfa to rjr 3trir 
to 1 Rmftoto to 3FRto, r^t tort tor, to to rtto rt toto tot totRT nr, into toto 
Tnrto mto Itoto tor rt^ ?ttt Rtof ?nfRT rrt to 1 3 rt; w Frto tor tr^rr rr 
toRI RRT to I "5R RET RT tort tolTO Rff to ?Rtto TtotR to RrMI?c)d RIFT, 
FRIT RyRT to RIRit'dH RIFT totoRmtot to to toto toltoR toltoRFTlto, Rlto FRIT 

TntoR, btoitoto, rfrtrr r^rt, i^rtr Rnf, T^fR-ttototor fwt Rntot^w toRFRRT 

to' nq; rrrt to tom FTRtoto fton rr RitotoRR fton to rr -^toto to rith rt ngRr 
Rtto totoR to 1 Rito to tonrto to mr, Rfc tort tor, to totor rir tt ttotoRFn# to 
Ftoto to >Trrto Tpnf to RttoFfn Rtof’ Rrto 1 3tft: TtorR ?tr TFRnton rh 3tor 

tofRRttotR RFRTR, RR; RRTH RT^ to I 






3 


[■HF1 1—m? 1] 


£• 3R%<R J? rfftRftfr ^TcT ^ WT ^ RR ftft rfiz °RxfT % fo 

%5mrtt^ trir afrr trM rtIR qq tr^r qq; trtr rrt5 It i 

q ■ TO 

7 • -snffl^m ^ ^re wt ift rtWR rrt ait**fa ^ ^ ^ w f, 

.sntRqqftwff ftft rrtjrr M Rtf $ W TPrfe tf 3 k 3rtf .tfif ^rr Rti 
■gj % I qRft inPN R ISHl'l H J i)*^ % IHq 3iltW*f> R^^if % WcT TfftT ty*lHI 1 ? 
WR RT W 1r I 

q. ft; th Ttf ft; w ft-'ffti qr sfr ft?ft tfr Tp tfft Tmt qr mfa qtf % 

wr tct V ?rar ftqqtfq; •ft jtrh ft; rrit 3 'f^j tfr Rpr qR m ftr, RftRtfr 
ft ftR ^quVn ft ftftRR ftRR rrr RRtf tfr qrsq ftft #m,WF^ t^s rwr 
Rfqfrrq; ft; Rqtf tjrt 1r i qnfr sttrt rr Rtr tt Rqtf rt wit ft, 

^ * T3 TRftTR % for? 3TWT % I 

.^ ■ ftq qtfq ft qrft; fcm ^r ft ^ tt ^ ^ qw trrt r^rt ft Rrw tjtr 

qrnr ftrftfttftr ft? Twtfr ^r rt ^httr tttvtht qRTT ft ft; ftiW irtr' tfr ftR 

Wf ft qftpT ftRT Rq I ftlWlft ft TWT ftRT tft Tfttdw tfr qq; <rt RH 

wrr wrr ft aftr inqfrw. ft Rtf; Rq t[rt wraftR mi tYrt i ttotR, ^ 
tftffR 5 ft #rf Rifftq; *jrt w^Rpt qftf mt It , tjht Tfftt^ ^if TRRf iq R mti 
qif % i 

l 0 • 3lKftR; ftWqf # Kqy Tpjj WPT ^RT R Rtft TjqRT % 3TTOTT TT 

TTR TTRT qqT W I 3TTTftW if Rnrfft ^RT, ftFlfcT^ TTOT ftl ftT^T ^T 

ftTHH 'TT^ % TOI RRqR Tftm Tf^T ?JT I ^Rp Rqftr^ RftiqRT TRT 
ttm^rT ^ irw^- if 3trr 3^ ^trt w ftT 1r, wntRRj qTwnftfR 
% Rq 3TRl3Tq; ftWqf ^ qrjRT TRft TO % I 

1 1 ' ^r ^ jq mm, qr?T qft tttt wfq * r?^ % ^ H- mm?> 

™ tfZ ^RT % I 

"S’ *. srifr trt '^K u irrir^ Rftq’ 

“'"^HPar;- 

• 2* TRT-^^Rf^qft T(T ^q Rq TT^ TRT qiftraft ^RT ^ tRiT RR ^q#rferrT 
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^TTT R<4I TF$ 


toTt srfa tit tt Tifcr 3micfr srt Tit ^ i m sfzf TrRnr tr kt T 

% wr fa-sP Tnft ttr jv ^rpnr 3 3rr3t wn R % i 

yiTtj 44 <) si (i jin 


^tit lap 33r$rr # iit Tun- m, Tirr $ TtfJ3T3r tt tot *f^wr«r 3Ftf 

% ^?r % TTOT TTTrf ■? T'TT'PT ^ M 3 RT m % 1 3Trf: feeRtf RTtf ?E$ <$T 
3tt^it wr % i 

ftTR ii m rp£ 


H- flR TjfFftp 3 ^TTR fr failfaftwffarf 1?, R ft TT^tflt TThT % W TSF& 
^r wff^r ¥ftt V i 
vfitrrtfr snr 


ft itre^ - *nr ^ trt w % ( tyf^r % awirp^roarcf 3?rr Ttw 

tt tith if. Tqrfrr ft 3Rff -cf % ^ i apr: fe?R?r RT^f rt ?rft 3 tf^pk ftm t^HT ft i 


ftTT RTl Tift 


R • TeJpT % fte~ftf?T TT 3TRTH T5TTT T?T ftmft TTTITT ^ <titrt % T# | ftr- 

WT It TTFTTT, RftttT TEfFT ftr TIJft TT iRTRW ft I 
SmtETR tTHT Rfa 


TnTtRTRT ft ftp? ft4R ^ft TTR ld4> ft FT? Tift 3iTft 1JT ft Trft?ft T tip ft IFR 
wfcf ftr ftftR 3TT?Tr ft, R ftt 3ITft ttwr ftf TTFTTT 3flT F tt ft? w ftt 
^TTTcT TTTJTT ^ I ^TT ift, ftlTT fft 3TTfft)ft Pft*if ft ^TTT 3 4 ft FT TRTT TFT FT, 
WQTFT ft FTFT ft #8^# % vlNd faljfw 3TWRT ^PT ^fij^rTR' 

rfFTH TT fnTTT JT “RPR' ?JT" C?T% 3TTTW, ^T TRR^r % %T ^ ^f 
#TcT ^ HI TTTT 3ld?^d T^TR I ^Tl^P ■&#, TTITHT rFTT T?FRTR^ Tjrff TlVrT 
TTT’TR'R ^T frf #TrT ^RTT R^Ttlrl "V I 3R: ^T 3TT^RT t^Tr RlrTT f I 

t^TT Rdl d«f 


T* 'R#T^ ^ \ TdP ^T «TtH TT T^nr, 3FT TTTrfrT TJeW^T #T 

2 TTrT % TTJ ^ JT ‘PpR' ^THT ^TltlTT I 
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JTlftl+lfr 3T7T mfr 


^PTlfr % 3T^f % 3frl4rf 7T?TTT ^ | 3?IT ifr, mm^T TRflrefa*F Vf t p ErTT 

?nr fnwm, ^iq^r % Ttr m $ Ict^ w$ -Rtf mmfr fo ws mftwrtr $r Tr^fr 
^TfT fERT W7, ltt?hT Tm ff mpft IWfi ^ 3fttR 'f^SlT TnfnT' 

^ sinRTr ^r pi<=pm w %, am: rp$ aprnmmr rnmr % i 

fcmr mm tt^ 


S’** ^tttr ft iformr, 1998 %< mm ^r aprfcft mrnr 5*6 Tift temV Tim ?t ^ 

It^r# *Pr 1*RTT *JT I m WIT mNR £ w ^T 1? WJT 

arm# $r mm tit mft f i 
urttmrtt SRT mfa 


mwr mrr mm wft ^rf #n?m t£t ^ aftr ir#m ft ?n$ cpfum mm $ 
mmY % w It i ^ tjkt mr mmr mm mmr «Fmr i %mr mfr 
T^f fc ftmfa mtm mr mmfr it wrwr w f, mm mwm it ^amr# % mmRT 
% mfr ■tf ^rf ^rnr OTtW Tsf *z 1 am .• rnir r ftmr mmr ir 


13 mtri ttt » Tifm mr m %'.-- 


I^TIT mJT rT$ 


mr- n* ^tft ^ mmr Ir m3 tfr m/ter ammfp 3 sto mmf %, ?3 

am^r. 9 6-Trmf, 97 ^ armfa ^ firm aim3 ^Rfi 3 16 mtosm 3 airim ttot 
aatm, ftmrnr, 97 $t aroftr 3 25 tfirPTm m aiftrm # ^ ^ Ir 1 

mftrmrft mr mf? 


3 am3r mm ^r 3m TfTrr rp Tfmr m# 3r ir i atrr 3T, 
mT^t.fRmtr % artf k 1 am: mwft? ^r 

arm^mr T^Tir mmT ■% 1 
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tA Hi tjtjt 


cr.* srt anA/ft d Ti^rPAt tfRmjRE xr Rn-3fRffcr Ar i 

snftre# ‘snr Rk 


^Irrr k aptiRE A w nm m^Aifed wrAAt Ark, eirr 

% facdTTT afar alrT AtET TPF, ET 3THJTflcT It | EtftpElA fi Ekrf 1E$T 
AT^ TT?TT ?tfa kt AtET ET afPlER pRE^f # 3EErfE fow % I rfElfa, fd 
IWAf % y41^-^f % %E At ^jstRT afJEkrT kn? EET ^ I 
E- aipE P^keA 


)tf EEdET ET pER ERA ElfoElft A E| PeeA PeeRT t pE :- 

^} ETO % % ET E?T H PAPd At zt ^Ipr A$ 7 EPl ET ERE A WEE 

*i?e % ee *j?e et Pt 4 d Pet eet it i 


ntf ERp kt EIRlPEE tfP |t t i 




% ^r % RT E?T % frEtPcT WHS ERI, % ERE SKI Ep[ TRIP Pt 
«fct st t i 


is ereM ^e wtA % w A' ^grlfeRfnft erPee PT^-WT eft xjfk erA f 

3fkW%^T% 3 ITW^ Pitted, 3RWT 29 % 3p% Wt Ept At 
Et AP-Pe % nAt wnAt jjfH PwAf eet erPw PwAf A 

PetrAFe retie % wfAn An 3 for m, Pew % apjw: jj et PPee 
ERETtAt ^E Wifi E?t fpEElR^T ERp $ I W W AAt ^E 
To 48-03 jr/jV 'fcnV fbn / 


I 6 SR EEtEH % %ir snzTRff Pt e|e PtW ^ 3 JRE PARE APE APt PAt Pi 

#nfEE eeePte srt APr ^e rPPee, 1962 % aprfa Prefer eP 
Riipt afk APt frE £Pet, 1975 Pt ert 3 , 3 n, 8 At, 9 afft 9 q 
Am At eerti At, eA ut? er nAt ^re ; ^eeeee Are ^Pt 1 

17 ERTpd % 3 I#E TEA fE, ETpEEpt ET fm 26 - 12-1998 % 3 TRpEE pM^ t 

Tt TRET t I 

)^ ^n 3nAn % P^ eAir #et-^re, e?tk ^re rA trA fpwrjj 

3lAt#R ^RTRTfpRRR A EEd 3 jPtPtEE % 3I^HR ^FR dA RJ R%At I 


fon-4 RT, fTpxs yifd'tild 7TS1T 3TTI wfdq 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 15th February, 1999 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of P Tfert Butyl Catechol from France—Final Findings 

No. 19/1/97/ADD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 1995 and 

the Customs 1 ariff (Identification. Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 

Dumped .Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) notified 
preliminary findings vide notification dated the 26 th Nov., 1998 and requested the 
interested parties to make their views known in writing within forty days from the 
date of its publication; 

ii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the known 
interested parties, who were requested to furnish their views, if any, on the 
preliminary findings within forty days of the date of the letter; 

iii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the Embassy 
of Trance in New Delhi with a request that the exporters and other interested 
parties may be advised to tumish their views on the preliminary findings; 

iv) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their 
views orally on 1 l ,h Tan., 19^9. .411 parties presenting views orally were requested 
to file written submissions of the views expressed orally. Die parties Were advised 
to collect copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties and offer 
rebuttals, if any, 

v ) Die Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing 
non-eonfidential version of all evidence submitted by various interested parties, 
for inspection, upon request; 

vi) .Argument raised by the interested parties before announcing the preliminary 
tmdincs. which have been brought out in (he preliminary findings notified have 
not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, the arguments raised by 
the interested parties have been appropriately dealt in the preliminary findings 
and or these findings; 

vii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis considered 
lor these findings were diselosed to known interested parlies and comments 
received on the same have also been duly considered in these findings. 
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B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS, EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND OTIfER 
INTERESTED PARTIES AND EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

2. The views expressed by various interested parties have been discussed in Ac 
relevant paras hereinbelow. The arguments raised by the interested parties have 
been examined, considered and wherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant paras 
hereinbelow. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION. LIKE .ARTICLES AND 
DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

3. Product under consideration in the present investigations is P Tert Butyl Catechol 
(hereinafter also referred to as PTBC). There is no dispute on die product under 
consideration and, therefore, the Authority confirms preliminary findings with 
regard to product under consideration. 

Petitioner, like article and domestic industry : 

4. The petitioner accounts for a major proportion of the total domestic production. 
The petitioner, therefore, satisfies the standing to file the present petition and 
constitutes domestic industry within tile meaning of the Rules. 

5. It has been argued that quality of PTBC is a major consideration for determination 
of the prices. The effect ot the differences in quality, if any, on the extent of 
dumping or injury’ have, however, not been demonstrated by any interested party. 
The argument is, therefore, ignored. There is no dispute that the goods produced 
by the domestic industry’ and goods imported from France are similar in terms of 
characteristics such as physical characteristics, function & uses, technology, 
production process, marketing arrangements, pricing and customer perception and 
are technically and commercially substitutable. Difference in scale of operation, if 
any. does not alter the properties of the two goods in terms of these 
characteristics. The goods produced by the domestic industry are, therefore, like 
article to the product under consideration. 

6. In view of the foregoing, the Authority' confirms preliminary findings with regard 
to the product under consideration, like article, and domestic industry. 

D. DUMPING 

7. The Authority notes that with regard to the price adjustments disallowed by the 
Authority. Rhone Poulenc have not furnished any further information after 
notifying the preliminary findings. All the information furnished before 
preliminary findings have been taken into account for working out dumping 
margin. 

8. With regard to the argument of the petitioner that it has been able to export to 
other countries at much higher price and Rhone Poulenc has kept the prices in the 
Indian market at very low level, the Authority notes that the only relevant issues 
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with regard to dumping and die extent of dumping are the normal value in die 
subject country and export price to India. The price at which the petitioner could 
export its goods to other countries are irrelevant for this purpose. 

9. Rhone Poulenc has argued that it has to maintain a large team, whose primary 
function is to support users of PTBC with guidance on how to use the Rhodia 
product. The Authority appreciates that the exporter might be maintaining a large 
team and the exporter could have claimed price adjustment on this account. 
However, since the exporter has not claimed any quantified price adjustment, no 
price adjustment is feasible. 


10. Normal value in the preliminary findings was determined on the basis of the 
information furnished by Rhone Poulenc. The export price was arrived at in the 
preliminary findings by correlating the claims of the exporter and the petitioner. 
Since die exporter has not furnished am further infonnation in respect of die price 
adjustments disallowed by the Authority, the Authority' considers it appropriate to 
confirm the preliminary findings with regard to determination of dumping margin. 

11. The Authority, in view of the foregoing, confirms preliminary' findings with 
regard to determination of dumping and dumping margin. 

E INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

12. The arguments raised hy the interested opposing parties and examination of the 
same by die Audiority are as under: 


Argument raised : 


a. Injury to the domestic industry is not from dumped imports from France. Tlie 
same is because of the other Indian producer, who has gained market share at the 
cost of the petitioner 

Examination bv Authority: 

As brought out in the preliminary findings also, imports of PTBC from France 
increased in absolute terms as also relative to consumption in India. The argument 
of die interested patty is, therefore, rejected. 

Argument raised : 

b. Rhone Poulenc has displaced the exports from Japan and not market share of 
domestic industry. 

Examination bv Auth ority: 

As stated in the previous paragraph, imports of PTBC from France increased in 
absolute terms as also relative to consumption in India. The argument of the 
interested party is. therefore, rejected. 
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Argument raiseo: 

c. The domestic industry has to import Catechol resulting in increase in cost of 
production. The high cost of Catechol is the result of injury to the domestic 
industry. 

Examina t ion by Authority; 

The Authority notes that the exporter, while arguing that the cost of Catechol for 
the domestic industry is higher has neither furnished its own cost of production 
nor its cost of Catechol. Further, as stated under para 34 of the preliminary 
findings also, the Authority has assessed reasonable selling price of PTBC in 
India by considering optimum cost of production. Moreover, it would be 
inappropriate to compare mere cost of Catechol of two producers, as what is more 
relevant is the total cost of production, including selling, general & administrative 
expenses. The argument is. therefore, ignored. 

Argument raised: 

d. The injury to the domestic industry should now be considered taking into account 
the injury to the other Indian producer. 

Examination by Authority: 

The petitioner constitutes domestic industry within the meaning of the Rules. 
Further, support to the petition by Percynic Chemicals does not bind the company 
to furnish all relevant information to the Authority, particularly when the 
petitioner satisfies the definition of the term ' domestic industry" under the Rules. 
The argument is, therefore, rejected. 

Argument raise d: 

e. Japan has exported PTBC to India at US S 5.6 per kg. in Sept., 1998. The exporter 
from Japan are thus resorting to dumping and the volume of imports are also 
substantial. 

Examin atio n by Authorit y: 

There is no allegation of dumping by Japan and hence these arguments are outside 
the scope of the present investigations. Mere sales at low prices does not 
constitute dumping. Not only that the export is beyond the investigation period, 
but also there is no information available about normal value of PTBC in Japan. 
The argument is, therefore, rejected. 

13. The arguments raised by the Indian industry on injury are as follows: 

Argument raise d: 

a. Percynic Chemical lias stated that it has also suffered injury from the dumped 
imports, as it had to reduce the prices by more than 16% for the period Oct, 96- 
March, 97 and by 25% or more for the period April-Sept., 1997. 
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Examination bv Authority: 

Percynic Chemicals has not furnished supporting information. Further, the 
petitioner constitutes “domestic industry” within the meaning of the Rules. Injury 
has been determined for the domestic industry within the Rules. The contention of 
Percynic Chemicals is, therefore, ignored. 

Argume nt ra ised : 

The level of anti-dumping duty recommended by the Authority- is insufficient. 
Examination bv Authority; 

As stated in the preliminary findings also, the amount of anti-dumping duty 
recommended is based on the lower of the dumping margin and the extent of injury. The 
Authority assessed the fait selling price and extent of injury in the preliminary findings. 
The same has, however, been assessed again for the purpose of these findings also. 

& FINAL FINDINGS 

14. The Authority, after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

a. P Tert Butyl Catechol originating in or exported from France has been exported to 
India below its normal value; 

b die domestic industry lias suffered material injury, 

c. the injury has been caused to the domestic industry by dumping of the subject 
goods originating in or exported from France. 

15. The Authority- confirms the preliminary findings with regard to imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duty and recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty on all 
imports of P Tert Butyl Catechol (as per details brought in the para relating to 
product under consideration in these findings as also in the preliminary findings) 
falling under chapter 29 originating in or exported from France. The anti-dumping 
duty shall be Rs.48.03per kg. 

I 6. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 

determined by the customs under the Customs Act. 1962 and all duties of customs 
except duties levied under Section 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 or 9A, as the case may be, of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

1 7. Subject to above, (he Authority confirms the preliminary findings dated 
26.12.1998 

II An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs. Excise and Gold (Control) 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 


RATHI VINAY JHA. Designated Authority' & Addl. Secy 
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